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The internal purpose of this publication is to provide a Clearing 
House for secondary classical teachers in New York and vicinity or 
anywhere else ; to afford an opportunity to younger classical scholars 
anywhere for the publication of their more modest endeavors along 
the line of original work, which might not otherwise see the light ; to 
stimulate the teaching and quicken the student activity in the clas- 
sical work in the high schools of Greater New York. The external 
purpose is to establish one or more College-entrance-scholarships for 
the most successful graduates from high schools in New York City, 
to be awarded or a competitive examination. The proceeds over and 
above expenses will be devoted to a scholarship fund. The labor 
involved is a labor of love. 

TRUSTEES OF THE SCHOLARSHIP FUND 
Arthur S Sombrs, Central Board of Education 



" Than Whom " 

[Reprinted from Modern Language Notes of June, 1900, through the 
courtesy of the editor, Professor James W Bright] 

Than whom is usually dismissed with the remark 
that the construction is syntactically irregular, but is 
finally "accepted usage", and, in testimony, some ac- 
cessible manual is cited to show that, in certain 
abridged clauses, the Objective is incorrectly em- 
ployed, though by a tendency so strong as to validate 
the locution. This, however true, is a very inadequate 
adjournment of an old, but unsettled, question which 
deserves minuter consideration. 

No one, I believe, except the arbitrary Cobbett and 
the superior Moon, proposes to put into actual use 
than who instead of than whom; though no one ex- 
plains why he hesitates at the innovation, in the face 
of the obtrusive analogy for the Nominative case. 
Strange to say, Dean Alford, a volunteer grammarian 
whose instinct is sometimes better than his reasoning, 
does observe that this construction cannot be ellip- 
tical; but he does not apparently recognize the sig- 
nificance of the observation. Bishop Lowth, too, has 
a pertinent suggestion; but it is only a suggestion. 
Sweet has some characteristic remarks ; but they lack 
finality. Than by history is undoubtedly a conjunc- 
tion ; and, as such, it can have no effect on the form 
of any other word. At any rate, no other conjunction 
— unless, as is sometimes maintained, it be as — affects 
the case of the related pronoun; hence the dilemma 
is either to regard than as an exception to the usual 
limited influence of conjunctions or to countenance 
its migration to that other part of speech, cognate to 
it as being a connective, but alien to it as showing 
direct relation between individual words and thus 
affecting the form of one of them. To put it other- 
wise, if than is not a unique conjunction, must it not 
be a preposition? That it does become a preposition 
in this locution is beyond question; how it succeeds 
to this function remains to be investigated. 

Conjunctions, even when they seem to join words 
and phrases, in reality show only the relations, not 
between such words and phrases themselves, but be- 
tween each of them and a third term which is com- 
mon to them. For example, in "John and Mary 
dance", and shows, not what John and Mary have to 
do with each other— a relation which is not pertinent 



— but what each of them has to do with dance. 
There are some apparent exceptions to this analysis, 
but they are only apparent. On the other hand, 
prepositions join only words, and show what they 
have to do with each other. For example, in "tons of 
coal", "killed by poison", of and by show the relation 
of the joined words to each other, without reference 
to any third term, except in so far as all the elements 
of any group are more or less related to all the other 
elements. In accordance with this principle, the form 
of the relative in our phrase must be whom, not from 
any reasons of euphony or usage, still less for any 
accidental case-confusions of earlier English now 
licensed; but because the Objective case is here in- 
evitable by those established laws of grammar which 
are elsewhere accepted. It is, of course, admitted that 
than need not, except when immediately followed by 
the relative, be regarded as a preposition; though 
there is no reason why it should not be so regarded, 
when once it has developed the function of case-gov- 
ernment ; but, with the relative, no other explanation 
is possible. The real point on which the matter turns 
has never, if suspected, been disclosed. The explana- 
tion of analogy is incompetent, because not cogent; 
other pronominal forms after than vary, historically, 
between Nominative and Objective, while who takes 
always and necessarily the latter form. A necessary 
form cannot be explained by the analogy of a variable 
form; and, if it could, the warrant for the Objective 
in these abridged formulae would still remain to be 
determined; and there is no possible answer except 
that the concurrence of than and the Objective im- 
plies prepositional constraint on the form of the 
pronoun. 

Than in than whom is a preposition, because it es- 
tablishes a relation between whom and some other 
word — in the traditional example from Milton, the 
other being directly "sat", indirectly "none"; and 
there is no way of completing a predication here with 
the relative for a possible subject, as is the case with 
but and as. Thus, I can say, "All but he had fled", 
or "All but him had fled", and I have thus established 
the same general relation by two different specific 
methods of expression. In the second phrase but is 
a preposition relating all and him to each other ; in the 
first, but is a conjunction relating.oW and he severally 
to had fled, the last term being for he modified into 
negation; accordingly, the second form can be ex- 
pressed in extension by "All had fled, but he had not 
fled". Similarly in "He is wiser than I" the ex- 
tended form is possible, and we can write "He is 
wiser than I am (wise)". But in than whom no ex- 
tension is possible with who as a converted subject; 
and consequently there is no way of establishing the 
necessary relation by predication, the theoretical com- 
mon term being impossible as a separate predicate 
after the relative pronoun. Accordingly, it is impos- 
sible to develop Milton's expression into "Beelzebub, 
than who sat, none higher sat" ; and no such locution 
is found in any language. The irresistible conclusion is 
that, if, of two general methods of relation, one is un- 
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available, the other must be recognized and used even 
at the expense of readjusting the functions of the 
necessary connective, though that connective is ordi- 
narily appropriated by the other method. This is 
what is done in Greek with nplv with the infinitive, 
however timid grammarians are in realizing the fact 
that their conjunction has here become an obvious 
preposition. Words of this diathesis are, as a rule, 
provisionally disposed of as adverbs, that part of 
speech being the catch-all of lost, strayed and stolen 
grammaticisms. Praeter with the Nominative seems 
to be so regarded by commentators and annotators; 
but no one has ever yet detected among the functions 
of the adverb the power to relate predications; and 
praeter followed by a Nominative must relate predica- 
tions, the Nominative being the pendent subject of 
the second predication. As already hinted, there is 
no lack of instances to illustrate as followed by an 
Objective; but such instances are naturally con- 
demned as negligences and ignorances, even though 
Cardinal Newman and Matthew Arnold confessed 
to prejudices in favor of the construction. 

Than in than whom is a preposition, whether ille- 
gitimately or not; because whom, being a relative, 
involves a conjunction; and the relative admits no 
introductory conjunction except when two or more 
relative clauses are coordinately subordinated to the 
same antecedent, as is not the case in than whom, 
which is a single subordinate construction. And and 
but may coordinate two relatival modifications to a 
common antecedent; in these cases, however, and 
and but really connect the repetitions of the main 
statement accompanied in each case by the respective 
relative clause. On the other hand, the and which 
construction, though it is coordinate in form, yet, as it 
attempts an unsymmetrical coordination with a mere 
adjective preceding, is still under the ban. Goold 
Brown's suspicions were aroused by the conjunctional 
character of the relative as repudiating the conjunc- 
tional supplement of than; but he does not appear to 
have understood the necessary consequences of his 
misgiving. Than cannot in than whom be a conjunc- 
tion, because it is impossible to supply an antecedent 
for who(m) between than and who(m), and no con- 
junction ever separates a relative from its antecedent ; 
than certainly, in the traditional example, separates 
the relative whom from its intended antecedent Beel- 
zebub, and hence it cannot be a conjunction. More- 
over, the introduction of a new formal antecedent be- 
tween than and whom, if it were possible, would 
create an impossible exigency by establishing the basis 
for a new predication that could not be completed, 
while it would fatally dislocate one already complete 
and consistent. The reason a conjunction never sep- 
arates a relative from its antecedent is the same 
reason that prohibits a conjunction between a noun 
and its adjective-modifier. 



Furthermore, after the conjunction than the clause 
must be such that, if than be omitted, the clause 
could stand alone as an independent sentence — a con- 
dition realized by than everywhere else, but impossible 
with than who. It is impossible here to complete any 
predication after who; but, even if it were not im- 
possible, no relation could be established between such 
predication and the formal context. 

I hope I have satisfactorily shown that than who 
is impossible grammatically and logically, and that 
than whom grammatically and logically shifts than 
to the category of prepositions, just as save has been 
shifted from the verb via the preposition into the con- 
junction. Of course, it still remains possible, for 
those who cannot make up their minds, to impound 
innocuous desuetude for the bookish phrase for which 
Milton's Latinism is usually held accountable, though 
Shakespeare far outdid him in "than whom no mortal 
so magnificent". How much farther back the phrase 
goes no one seems to know; but Swift, Prior, Bol- 
ingbroke and others are by Lowth cited in its illustra- 
tion. Those who choose can justify than me, than us, 
etc., by the special analogy, though it can always be 
urged against them that these phrases lack the main 
defense of the relative combination. Some persons 
may wish to extend to as the same latitude of rela- 
tion and" the same adaptation of regimen; but, 
though as has some relative affinities, they are not of 
the kind to be cogent here. So far as than whom is 
concerned, I think the case must be closed by validat- 
ing than as a preposition — a function plainly exempli- 
fied by the Latin and Greek equivalents, which being 
case-forms, are always prepositional and never con- 
junctional. Caskie Harrison 

The Latin School, Brooklyn, N Y 

The' New Scholarship Patrons 

We have the pleasure of announcing the following Schol- 
arship Patrons (5 years) recently added to our list : Super- 
intendent J L N Hunt, PhD, of New York ; Principal 
James G Croswell of the Brearley School, New York ; Dr 
James Cruikshank of P S 12, Brooklyn ; Superintendent 
E E Whitney of Brooklyn. 

The New Leaflet Patrons 

The following new Leaflet Patrons (5 years) have re- 
cently been added to our list : Dr J G Gulick of Brooklyn ; 
Miss Hattie L McCartie of New York ; Miss Sarah F Pel- 
let, of Binghamton NY; Mr H S Fuller of New York ; 
Hon J R Howe of Brooklyn. 

The Second Meeting of The Latin Club 

On Saturday, February 16, at 12 m sharp, in the Hotel Albert, cor. 
ner of University Place and Eleventh Street, New York, will be held 
the second meeting of the New York Latin Club. Luncheon (50 cents 
a plate) will be served promptly at noon. This will be followed by 
Professor Sihler's address on ' School, College and University". Ad- 
journment at 2. Please send a postal card now to the Secretary, Mr 
A L Hodges, 36 East Twelfth Street, New York, stating your intention 
to be present. H F Towle, Acting; President 

A L Hodges, Acting Secretary 



